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REPLY BRIEF 

Dear Sir: 

This reply brief is submitted in response to the Examiner's Answer dated 
March 14, 2007. Since an appeal fee has been paid, Appellants do not believe any further 
fees are required to be paid with this reply. If wrong however, please charge deposit 
account No. 502306 for any additional sums which may be required as part of this reply. 

Appellant acknowledges receipt of the Examiner's Answer dated March 14, 2007. 
Appellant argued in his Appeal Brief that the sections of Wang cited against independent 
claims 1 and 1 1 fail to teach the limitation of "automatically configuring an asset of said 
broadband communication network to communicate with said personal computer, 
wherein said automatically configuring said asset is performed by an automation server 
of said broadband communication network." 
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PATENT' 

The Answer equates sirves I A) shown m Inguie ~ of W'-mg \s tth Harm 1 \, 
automation ;ersei 5<v An^v-et, page 10. second paragraph I he An^cr ubo equates 
equipment f>0 -aov.n in Figure 2 of Wang ujth ( farm 1*3 u^set, 1 Sic Answer assert* on 
[Viae 10, second paiagiaph that Wang teaches that equipment oO of Wang me 
automatKaih eonfiguted h\ the server 130 of Wans,- and as Msch ant'opates 
'automatical h conhgupiig an as^ct of said broadband communication network, to 
enmrnunr^au. %uth sard personal eotuputeu wherein ^aid automatical Jy configuring said 
asset is performed b\ an automation <cnu of said broadband communication network." 
However, t'us assertion is m diuvt contradiction to Hgttre 2 of Wang which shows that 
an cnaincei ?0. not scium 130, ^nm&mes equipment oO. See Wang. i. 39-41 and 
Finite 2. A-> such, Appeiiam assets that independent Claims 1 and S i are patentably 
distinguishable over the cited sections of Wang. 



CONCLUS ION 

l\v the thove reasons, \ppdlant iCspeVduUy submits thai the rejection of ail 
peiKhng dasm^ i<- untonndf.d A.i .o^lmgh . \ppelktm respectfuHy requests that the 
Boaiu reseisc the ieje^tious oi these claims. 

R e s pec t f u I i y submit t ed , 



Eric A. Stephenson 
Attorney for Applicants 
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